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1 [X] The applicant is hereby notified that the international search report and the written opinion of the International Searching 
Authority have been established and are transmitted herewith. 
Filing of amendments and statement under Article 19: 

The applicant is entitled, if he so wishes, to amend the ciainis of the International Application (see Rule 46): 
When? The time limit for filing such amendments is normally two months from the date of transmittal of the 
International Search Report. 

Where? Directly to the International Bureau of WlPO, 34chemin des Colombettes 

1211 Geneva20, Switzerland, Fasoimile No,: (11 -22) 338.82.70 
For more detailed instructions, see the notes on the accompanying sheet. 

2. Q The applicant is hereby notified that no international search report will be established and that the declaration under 

Article 1 7(2)(a) to that effect and the written opinion of the International Searching Authority are transmitted herewith. 

3. With regard to any protest against payment of (an) additional fee(s) under Rule 40.2, the applicant is notified that: 

I I the protest together with the decision thereon has been transmitted to the International Bureau together with the 

applicant's request to fonward the texts of both the protest and the decision thereon to the designated Offices. 
I I no decision has been made yet on the protest: the applicant will be notified as soon as a decision is made. 

4. Reminders 

Shortly after the expiration of 18 months from the priority date, the international application will be published by the 
International Bureau. If the applicant wishes to avoid or postpone publication, a notice of withdrawal of the international 
application, or of the priority claim, must reach the International Bureau as provided in Rules 90j&te.1 and 90We.3, respectively, 
before the completion of the technical preparations for international publication. 

The applicant may submit comments on an informal basis on the written opinion of the International Searching Authority to the 
International Bureau. The International Bureau will send a copy of such comments to all designated Offices unless an 
international preliminary examination report has been or is to be established. These comments would also he made available to 
the public but not tiefore the expiration of 30 months from the priority date. 

Within 19 months from the phority date, but only in respect of some designated Offices, a demand for international preliminary 
examination must be filed If the applicant wishes to postpone the entry into the national phase until 30 months from the priority 
date (in some Offices even later); othenwise, the applicant must, within 20 months from the priority date, perform the prescribed 
acts for entry into the national phase before those designated Offices, 

In respect of other designated Offices, the time limit of 30 months (or later) will apply even if no demand Is filed within 19 



See the Annex to Form PCT/lB/301 and, for details about the applicable time limits, Office by Office, see the PCT Applicant's 
Guide, National Chapters. 
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This International search report has been prepared by this International Searching Authority and is transmitted to the applicant 
according to Article 18. A copy is being transmitted to the international Bureau. 


This international search report consists of a total of 7 sheets. 




1 1 it Is also accompanied by 


a copy of each prior art document cited in this 


report. 


1 . Basis of the report 

a. With regard to the language, the International search was carried out on the basis of: 


fxl the international application in the language In which it was filed 




1 1 a translation of the international application into . which Is the language 
of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(b)) 


b. rn This International search report has been established taking into account the rectification of an obvious mistake 
authorized by or notified to this Authority under Ruie 91 (Rule 43.6Ws(a)). 


c. 1^ With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed 


n the international application, see Box No. 1. 


2. Certain claims were found unsearchable (See Box No. 11) 




3. [x] Unity of invention is lacking (see Box No ill) 




4. Witt! regard to the title, 






[x] ttie text Is approved as submitted by the applicant 




1 1 the text has been established by this Authority to read as follows: 




5, With regard to the abstract, 






1 1 the text is approved as submitted by the applicant 




[x] the text has been established, according to Ruie 38.2(b), by this Authority as it appears in Box No. IV. The applicant 
may, within one month from the date of mailing of this international search report, submit comments to this Authority 


6. With regard to the drawings, 






a. the figure of the drawings to be published with the abstract is Figure No. 20 




\x\ as suggested by the applicant 




1 1 as selected by th 


s Authority, because the applicant failed to suggest a figure 


1 1 as selected by th 


s Authority, because this figure better characterizes the invention 


b. Q none of the figures is to b 


e published with the abstract 
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Box No. IV Text of the abstract (Continuation of Item 5 of the first sheet) 



Disclosed herein are devices, systems and methods for the automated design and 
manufacture of patient-specific / patient-matched orthopedic implants (270, 
10) . While the embodiments described herein specifically pertain to 
unicompartmental resurfacing implants for the knee, the principles described 
are applicable to other types of knee implants (including, without limitation, 
other resurfacing implants and joint replacement implants) as well as implants 
for other joints and other patient-specific orthopedic applications. 



Form PCT/ISA/210 (continuation of first sheet (3)) (July 2009) 



INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT 


Intern^ional application No 




PCT/US2010/025274 



A. CLASSIFICATIONpF SUBJECT MATTER , 

INV. A61F2/38 A61F2/30 
ADD. A61B19/00 



According to International Patent Classification (IPC) orto both national classification and IPC 



B. FIELDS SEARCHED 


M^imum documentation searched (classific 


ation system followed by classif 


cation symboLs) 




Documenlalion searched other than nfiinimu 


m documentation to the extent th 


at such documents are inclu 


ded In the fields searched 



Electronic data base consulted during the international search (name of data base and, where practical, search terms used) 

EPO-Internal 



Category* 


Citation of documsnt, with indication, where appropriate, of the relevant passages 


Relevant to claim No. 


X 


WO 2008/021494 A2 (SMITH & NEPHEW INC 


1-16 




[US]; MC COMBS DANIEL L [US]; MELTON MARK 






[US]; JAM) 21 February 2008 (2008-02-21) 






paragraphs [0155] - [0157], [0161] - 






[0169], [0175] - [0190], [0196], [0197] 






figures 1,2,7,8,11-13 




X 


US 2003/236473 Al (DORE SYLVIE [CA] EI AL) 


1-16 




25 December 2003 (2003-12-25) 






figure 3 






paragraphs [0028] - [0035] 




X 


US 2007/118243 Al (SCHROEDER JAMES [US] ET 


1-4,8-16 




AL) 24 May 2007 (2007-05-24) 






figures 1,2,8 






paragraphs [0066] - [0081] 






paragraphs [0049] - [0059] 






-/-- 





ID : 



Special categories of cited 



■T" later docunnent published after thG International filing datE 
or priority date and not in conlllct with the application bu 
....J.. Id the principie or theory underlying thf 



'L' document which may throw doubts on priority claim(s)or 
which is cited to establish the publication date of another 
citation or other special reason (as specified) 

'O' documeni referrkig to an oral disclosure, use, exhibition or 



hivolve an Inventive step « 
' document ol particular relev 



mce; the ciaimed in 



11 June 2010 


Dale of mailing of the International search report 

20/09/2010 


NaiiB and mailing address oi the ISA/ 

European Patent Office, P.B. 5B18 Palentlaan 2 
NL - 2280 HV Rijswijk 
Tel. (+31-70)340-2040, 
j Fax; (+31-70) 340-3016 


Authorized officer 

Hochrein, Marion 
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Category* Citation of documenl, with ini 



>n, where appropriate, ot 



US 2007/100462 Al (LANG PHILIPP [US] ET 
AL) 3 May 2007 (2007-05-03) 

figures 

lb,lc,2h,21,2t,3g,3j,4g,41,5e,6,9,lla,12a, 
paragraphs [0052], [0058], [0061], 
[0193], [0194], [0196] - [0204], [0206] 
- [0208] 
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INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT 

Box No. 11 Observations where certain ciaims were found unsearchabie (Continuation of item 2 of first sheet) 

This international search report lias not been establislied in respect of certain claims under Article 17(2)(a) for tlie following reasons: 
1. Claims Nos.: 

because tliey relate to subject matter not required to be searclied by tiiis Autliority, namely: 



. rn Claims Nos.: 

because they relate to parts of the international application that do not comply with the prescribed requirements to such 
an extent that no meaningful international search can be carried out, speciflcally: 



Box No. Ill Observations where unity of invention is lacl<ing (Continuation of Item 3 of first sheet) 



This international Searching Authority found multiple inventions in this international application, as follows: 

see additional sheet 

1 . I I As all required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant, this International search report covers all searchable 
' — I claims. 

2. rj AS all searchable claims could be searched without effort justifying an additional lees, this Authority did not invite payment of 

additional fees. 

3. I I As only some of the required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant, this international search report covers 
' — ' only those claims for which fees were paid, specifically claims Nos.: 



. IvJ No required additional search tees were timely paid by the applicant. Consequently, this 
restricted to the invention first mentioned in the claims; it is covered by claims Nos.: 



Remark on Protest 1 I The additional search fees were accompanied by the applicant's protest and, where applicable, the 

' — ' payment of a protest fee. 

I I The additional search fees were accompanied by the applicant's protest but the appllcable protest 
I — I fee was not paid within the time limit specified in the invitation. 

I I No protest accompanied the payment of additional search fees. 



Form PCT/ISA/210 (continuation of first sheet (2)) (April 2005) 



International Application No. PCT/US2010 /025274 

FURTHER INFORMATION CONTINUED FROM PCT/ISA/ 210 



This International Searching Authority found multiple (groups of) 
Inventions 1n this International application, as follows: 



1. claims: 1-16, 50 



A method of designing a patient-specific orthopedic Implant 



2. claims: 17-32 

A method of engineering an articular surface 



3. claims: 33-49 

A method of designing a patient-specific instrument 



INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT 

Information on patent family members 



International application No 

PCT/US2010/025274 



WO 2008021494 A2 21-02-2008 EP 



US 2003236473 Al 25-12-2003 NONE 



US 2007118243 Al 24-05-2007 WO 2007045000 A2 19-04-2007 



US 2007100462 Al 03-05-2007 AU 


2006297137 Al 


12-04-2007 


CA 


2623834 Al 


12-04-2007 


EP 


1928359 A2 


11-06-2008 


JP 


2009513187 T 


02-04-2009 


WO 


2007041375 A2 


12-04-2007 
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PCT 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 
(PCT Rule 43b/s.1) 



>e form PCT/ISAS10 (second sheet) 



Applicant's or agent's file reference 

see form PCT/ISA/220 



FOR FURTHER ACTION 

See paragraph 2 below 



International application No. 
PGT/US2010/D25274 



International filing date (day/tnonth^ear) 
24.02.2010 



Priority date (day/monlh/yaar) 
24.02.2009 



International Patent Classification (IPC)o 
INV. A61F2,Q8 A61F2/Q0 
ADD. A61B19yD0 



both national classification and IPC 



Applicant 
: CONFORMIS, INC. 



1 . This opinion contains Indications relating to the following Items: 

Basis of the opinion 



m Box No. i 

□ Box No. II 
H Box No. Ill 
H Box No. iV 
H Box No. V 

□ Box No. VI 
la Box No. VII 



Non-astablishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43ib(s.1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 

applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

tlie International application 



m Box No. VIII Certain observations 
FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notifed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1ib/s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 3 months 
from the date of mailing of Form PCT/1SA220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 

whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form PGT/lSA/220. 

For further details, see notes to Form PCT/ISAiB20. 



Name and mailing address of the ISA: 


Date of completion of 
this opinion 


Authorized Officer 




^ European Patent Office 

D-80298 Munich 

Tel. +49 89 2399 - 0 
Fax: +49 89 2399 - 4465 


PCT4SA/210 


Hochrein, Marion 

Telephone No. +49 89 2399-5720 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/US201 0^25274 



Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1. Witli regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 
E! the international application in the language in which it was filed 

□ a translation of the international application into , which Is the language of a translation furnished for the 
purposes of international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1 (b)). 

2. □ This opinion has been established taking into account the rectification of an obvious mistal<e authorized 

by or notified to this Authority under Rule 91 (Rule 43bis.1 (a)) 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, this 
opinion has been established on the basis of a sequence listing filed or furnished: 

a. (means) 

□ on paper 

□ in electronic form 

b. (time) 

□ in the international application as filed 

□ together with the international application in electronic form 

□ subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search 

4. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing has been filed or furnished, 

the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the 
applicadon as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 

5. Additional comments: 



Form POT/ISA/ 237 (April 2007) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCTAJS2010y025274 



Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

Tlie questions wlietlier the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step {to be non 
obvious), or to be industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of 

□ the entire international application 

E claims Nos. 17-49 
because: 

□ the said internationai appiication, or the said ciaims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which does 
not require an international search (specify): 

□ the description, ciaims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. are so unclear 
that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 

□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be formed (specify): 

El no international search report has been estabiished for the whole appiication or for said claims Nos. 17-49 

□ a meaningful opinion couid not be formed witliout the sequence listing; the applicant did not, within the 
prescribed time limit: 

□ furnish a sequence iisting on paper compiying with the standard provided for in Annex C of the 
Administrative Instructions, and such listing was not available to the Internationai Searching 
Authority in a form and manner acceptable to it. 

□ furnish a sequence listing in electronic form complying with the standard provided for in Annex C 
of the Administrative instructions, and such listing was not available to the International Searching 
Authority in a form and manner acceptable to it. 

□ pay the required late furnishing fee for the furnishing of a sequence listing in response to an 
invitation under Rules 13*ef.1(a) or (b). 

□ See Supplemental Box for further details 



Form PCT^SAy237 (April 2007) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/US201 0^25274 



Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention 

1 . H In response to the invitation (Form PCT/ISA^06) to pay additional fees, the applicant has, within the 

applicable time limit: 

□ paid additional fees 

□ paid additional fees under protest and, where applicable, the protest fee 

□ paid additional fees under protest but the applicable protest fee was not paid 
H not paid additional fees 

2. □ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose not to invite 

the applicant to pay additional fees. 

3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rule 13.1 , 1 3.2 and 13.3 is 

□ complied with 

M not complied with for the following reasons: 
see separate sheet 

4. Consequently, this report has been established in respect of the following parts of the international application: 

□ all parts. 

E the parts relating to claims Nos. 1-16, 50 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43&fs.1 (a)(1) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or 
Industrial appilcabliity; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


6, 14-16, 50 




No: 


Claims 


1-5. 7-13 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 


50 




No: 


Claims 


1-16 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-16, 50 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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International application No. 
PCT/US201 0/025274 



Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 

The following defects in the form or contents of the international application have been noted: 
see separate sheet 



Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 

The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the 
claims are fully supported by the description, are made: 

see separate sheet 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING 
AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) 



International application No. 
PCT/US201 0/025274 



Re Item IV. 

1 This Authority considers that the application does not meet the requirements 
of unity of invention and that there are 3 inventions covered by the claims 
indicated as follows: 

1. Claims: 1-16, 50: A method for designing a patient-specific orthopedic 
implant 

2. Claims: 17-32: A method for engineering an articular surface 

3. Claims: 33-49: A method for designing a patient-specific instrument 

2 They are not so linked as to form a single general inventive concept (Rule 
13.1 PCI) for the following reasons: 

3 The features shown below are common to the two groups of inventions and 
are commonly known in the art, for example D1 discloses (the references in 
parentheses applying to D1 ): 

A method of automatically designing a patient-specific orthopedic implant 
using a computer system (par. 177), comprising: 

obtaining image data of a portion of a patient's anatomy (par. 179; par. 183); 

creating a virtual model of the portion of the patient's anatomy (par. 179, 180; 
par. 186); and 

processing automatically the virtual model (par. 179; par. 186). 

4 The differing features are: 

1 ) the processing of the virtual model is performed to design a patient-specific 
implant based at least in part on the virtual model 

2) the part of the patient's anatomy is a patient's articular surface; and the 
processing of the virtual model is performed to engineer an articular surface 
for a patient specific implant based at least in part on the virtual model 

3) the part of the patient's anatomy is a patient's joint; and the processing of 
the virtual model is performed to design a patient-specific instrument based at 
least in part on the virtual model 

5 The differing features of each group address different objective technical 
problems: 

1 ) How to design a patient-specific implant 

2) How to engineer an articular surface 

3) How to design a patient-specific instrument 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING 
AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) 



International application No. 
PCT/US20 10/025274 



6 Therefore, these groups of claims have no commori "special technical 
features" nor are they linked by a connmon inventive concept. The 
requirements of unity of invention as set forth in Rule 1 3.1 and 1 3.2 PCT are 
not complied with. Accordingly, a partial search report has been drafted 
covering only the first invention. The applicant is invited to pay two additional 
search fee under the provisions of Rule 68.2 PCT. 

Re Item V. 

7 Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1 WO 2008/021494 A2 (SMITH & NEPHEW INC [US]; MC COMBS 

DANIEL L [US]; MELTON MARK [US]; JAM) 21 February 2008 
(2008-02-21) 

D2 US 2003/236473 A1 (DORE SYLVIE [CA] ET AL) 25 December 
2003 (2003-12-25) 

D3 US 2007/1 1 8243 A1 (SCHROEDER JAMES [US] ET AL) 24 May 

2007 (2007-05-24) 

D4 US 2007/1 00462 A1 (LANG PHILIPP [US] ET AL) 3 May 2007 

(2007-05-03) 

8 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, 
because the subject-matter of claim 1 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) 
PCT. D1 discloses: 

A method of automatically designing a patient-specific orthopedic implant 
using a computer system (par. 177), comprising: 

obtaining image data of a joint of a patient (par. 1 79; par. 1 83); 

creating a virtual model of at least a portion of the patient's joint from the 
image data (par. 179, 180; par. 186); and 

processing automatically the virtual model to design a patient-specific implant 
based at least in part on the virtual model (par. 179; par. 186). 

9 Furthermore, the subject-matter of independent claim 1 is also disclosed by 
D2, D3, and D4, see passages of these documents cited in the search report. 
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International application No. 
PCT/US201 0/025274 



1 0 The subject-matter of independent claim 50 is also disclosed in D1 . The first 
three steps are generalizations of the steps of claim 1 and are disclosed in 
D1 , see point 8 of this communication. The last step "adjusting the design to 
meet predetermined parameters" is also disclosed in D1 (D1 : par. 190). Claim 
50 is therefore not new (Article 33(2) PCT). 

1 1 The subject-matter of dependent claims 2 & 4 (D1 : par. 1 86), 3 (D1 : par. 1 90), 
5&7(D1:par. 186), 8&9(D1:par. 186), 10(D1;par. 184), 13(D1:par. 179) 
is also not novel. 

12 In claims 6,7,11,12,14-16, slight constructional changes in the method of 
claim 1 are defined which come within the scope of the customary practice 
followed by persons skilled in the art, especially as the advantages thus 
achieved can readily be foreseen, see passages of D1 cited in the search 
report. Consequently, the subject-matter of these claims lacks an inventive 
step (Article 33(3) PCT). 

Re Item VII. 

1 3 Claim 1 is not drafted in the two-part form with the features disclosed in D1 in 
the preamble (Rule 6.3 PCT). 

14 Reference signs in parentheses are not placed behind the corresponding 
features of the claims (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 

1 5 The closest prior art, D1 - D4, is not cited in the description (Rule 5.1 (a)(ii) 
PCT). 

Re Item VIII. 

1 6 The first invention comprises two independent apparatus claims. Although the 
apparatus claims 1 and 50 have been drafted as separate independent 
claims, they appear to relate effectively to the same subject-matter and to 
differ form each other only with regard to the definition of the subject-matter 
for which protection is sought and/or in respect of the terminology used for the 
features of that subject-matter. The aforementioned claims therefore lack 
conciseness. Moreover lack of clarity of the claims as a whole arises since 
the plurality of independent claims makes it difficult if not impossible to 
determine the matter for which protection is sought and places an undue 
burden on others seeking to establish the extent of the protection. Hence, the 
above claims do not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT. 

1 7 Claim 1 does not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT because the matter 
for which protection is sought is not clearly defined. The claim attempts to 
define the subject-matter in terms of the result to be achieved ("processing 
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automatically ... to design ..."), which merely amounts to a statement of the 
underlying problem, without providing the technical features necessary for 
achieving this result. 

Furthermore, it is not clear (Article 6 PCT) if the step of designing an implant 
forms part of claim 1 . 

1 8 Claim 5 lacks clarity (Article 6 PCT) because it refers bacl< to the known "step 
of process" which has not been introduced before. It appears that the step 
"processing automatically ..." of claim 1 is meant. 

1 9 Claim 7 lacks clarity (Article 6 PCT) because the feature "generic model 
containing to create ..." is not clear. 

20 Claim 1 5 lacks clarity (Article 6 PCT) because "computer system automatically 
designs In attachment features" does not make sense. 



Form PCT/ISA/237 (Separate Sheet) (Sheet 4) (EPO-April 2006) 



Possible steps after receipt of the international search report (ISR) and 
written opinion of the I nternational Searching Authority (WO-ISA) 



General For all international applications filed on or after 01/01/2004 the competent 

information ISA will establish an ISR It is accompanied by the WO-ISA Unlike the 
former written opinion of the IPEA (Rule 66.2 PCT), the WO-ISA is not 
meant to be responded to, but to be taken into consideration for further 
procedural steps. This document explains about the possibilities. 



Amending claims Within 2 months after the date of mailing of the ISR and the WO-ISA the 
under applicant may file amended claims under Art. 19 PCT directly with the 

Art. 19 PCT International Bureau of WIPO. The PCT reform of 2004 did not change 

this procedure. For further information please see Rule 46 PCT as well as 
form PCT/ISA/220 and the corresponding Notes to form PCT/ISA/220. 



Filing a demand In principle, the WO-ISA will be considered as the written opinion of the 
for international IPEA This should, in many cases, make it unnecessary to file a demand for 
preliminary international preliminary examination. If the applicant nevertheless wishes 

examination to file a demand this must be done before expiry of 3 months after the 

date of mailing of the ISR/WO-ISA or 22 months after priority 

date, whichever expires later (Rule 54bis PCT). Amendments under Art. 

34 PCT can be filed with the IPEA as before, normally at the same time as 

filing the demand (Rule 66.1 (b) PCT). 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is filed and no 
comments/ amendments have been received the WO-ISA will be transformed 
by the IPEA into an IPRP (International Preliminary Report on Patentability) 
which would merely reflect the content of the WO-ISA. The demand can still 

be withdrawn (Art. 37 PCT). 



Filing informal After receipt of the ISR/WO-ISA the applicant may file informal comments 
comments on the WO-ISA directly with the I nternational Bureau of Wl PO. These 

will be communicated to the designated Offices together with the IPRP 
(International Preliminary Report on Patentability) at 30 months from the 
priority date. Rease also refer to the next box. 



End of the At the end of the international phase the International Bureau of WIPO will 

international transform the WO-ISA or, if a demand was filed, the written opinion of the 
phase IPEA into the IPRP, which will then be transmitted together with possible 

informal comments to the designated Offices. The IPRP replaces the former 

I PER (international preliminary examination report). 
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